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VETERINARY EVIDENCE IN CouRTs. 


The discussion on Mr. Byerley'’s paper by the 
Central V.M.S., brought the subject of professional 
evidence prominently before the members, and 
. many of the remarks made show a healthy trend of 
professional opinion. Members are realising that 
the veterinary evidence given at courts is too often 
discreditable to us as a body. Those accustomed 
to appear as prosecuting witnesses blame those who 
generally appear for the defence, and vice versa ; 
but both are tempted to exaggeration, and often 
yield to temptation so far that their exaggerations 
become deserving of much stronger terms. We 
complain of the low esteem in which veterinary 
evidence is held in the courts ; but, collectively, we 
deserve that it should be so. To recognise this 
frankly is the first step towards amendment. 

There are various causes for the evil; two of 
which are preponderant. One was repeatedly men- 
tioned at the Central meeting—the fatal misconcep- 
tion of professional duty under which practitioners 
so often take up the attitude of conscious advocates. 
The other is the ugly fact that it is generally to the 
practitioner's interest to undertake such advocacy. 
Too many of us are ready to stretch a point rather 
than displease a client; and, this carries us to dan- 
gerous lengths. We need to revise our notions of 
professional duty in the witness box; and take up 
the position of men possessing special knowledge, 
whose sole duty is to speak the truth “ without fear 
or favour.” Unlessand until we can do that, we 
shall retain our present deserved ill-fame. 

The way towards reform lies in the improvement 
of our standards of professional morality —for the 
question really is one of morality. So far, improve- 
ment in this direction has been very slow; but such 
outspoken papers as that by Mr. Byerley will 
stimulate the process. The profession should set 
its house in order, and remove this just reproach 
from it; but to wax eloquent against other men’s ini- 
quities is rather a slow method of effecting a 
reformation. A quicker and better one would be for 
each member to consider how much of such reform- 
ation is required for himself. Few practitioners 
can honestly review their professional careers with- 
out being forced to recognise that, occasionally at 
least, they have departed from the only rule that 
should guide a professional witness. Here, as in 
much else, the reform of the profession depends upon 
individual members. 


A Pecuniar Form oF IN MuLEs 


H. Zwicky described this condition in the Schwei- 
zer Archiv. fiir Tierheilkunde for 1919. Towards 
the end of 1918, he observed, among the mules of 
the depot of Sitten, in Switzerland, an epizootic 
which affected over 100 animals slightly, and about 
50 very severely, It was an infectious disease of 
the respiratory organs, differing from infectious 
pleuro-pneumonia and from influenza. The mete- 
orological conditions strangely influenced the pro- 
gress of the epizootic, new cases being observed es- 
pecially in damp and rainy periods. The disease 
was different from stable to stable, sparing by pre- 
ference those mules which mace ah daily in the 
mountains. It seemed to die away in dry periods, 
and to regain new vigour in cold damp ones. The 
infective agent remains unknown, as bacteriological 
investigations could not be carried out. The disease 
seemed to be diffused especially by means of cough- 
ing and sneezing. 

After a short period of incubation (one or two 
days) the animals appeared tired and apathetic. 
Fever then commenced, with a temperature of from 
102-7° F. to 103-6°F. the first day, and from 104:9° 
F. to 105°8° F. the second day. The temperature 
was maintained for some days at this height, and 
returned to the normal very slowly. The pulse was 
from 60 to 65 in the first days, and hardly exceeded 
70, except in asthmatic or anemic mules, in which 
it counted from 90 to 95 in consequence of a paren- 
chymatous degeneration of the cardiac muscle. The 
conjunctival mucous membrane was inflamed and 
of brick-red tint, and photophobia was present. 
The nasal mucous membrane was tumefied, and in 
the first days secreted a small quantity of lim- 
pid aqueous liquid. At the crisis of the illness (the 
fourth or fifth day) the heart*beats were tumultuous 
and strong, the respirations counted from 30 to 56 
per minute, and in severe cases with bi-lateral pneu- 
monia pronounced dyspnea existed. Cough ap- 

ared regularly on the second or third day. Weak, 
Or , painful, and rather of bronchial origin at first, 
it afterwards became moist and harsh, with a resul- 
tant purulent or sanguinolent nasal discharge. Ex- 
amination of the blood revealed a great augmenta- 
tion of leucocytes. Complications affected the lung 
by preference. There were also nervous distur- 
bances with cerebral hyperemia, which, however, 
disappeared rapidly and completely. 

hen treatment was commenced promptly the 
prognosis was good in all cases, even in severe ones, 
with the exception of animals affected with asthma 
or anemia, 
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The affected mules were isolated in a light airy 
stable, sprinkled with turpentine or cresote and vig- 
orously rubbed with dry straw, and given inhalations 
of boiling water medicated with turpentine or 
cresote. er the appetite did not return, Priessnitz 
bandages or oye gone were applied ; and subcutan- 
eous injections of turpentine in the thoracic region 
with a view to inducing a fixation abscess, were also 
tried, but with little result. The best result was 
always gained by injecting 2°25 grammes of neosal- 

-varsan or 8 grammes of novarsenobenzol intraven- 
ously. The solution was simply made with clean 
drinkable water; and its injection into the jugular 
never caused disadvantages, or induced restlessnes 
in the mules, as it sometimes does in horses. Under 
the neosalvarsan treatment, the disease ran its 
course in six or eight days. The Convalescent 
mules were then left in the sun and free air. 

The author discusses the nature of the disease. 
It is differentiated from equine ‘thoracic influenza” 
by the absence of jaundice and pleurisy, and by the 
benignancy of its prognosis. It cannot be confused 
with simple catarrhal influenza or contagious trach- 
eitis, being much more severe than these on account 
of its temperature curve and nervous symptoms. 
The author thinks that its symptomalogy suggests 
close proximity with that of ‘la grippe” of man. 
Against this resemblance with human “grippe” 
must be set the undoubted efficacy of neosalvarsan 
in the disease in mules, which does not correspond 
with the results obtained in human influenza. 

He therefore prefers to call the mule disease 
merely “related” to the human “grippe’—(La 
Clinica Veterinaria). ° 

W.R.C. 


NATIONAL 
VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 
CenTRAL (LONDON) Division. 


A general meeting of the Central Veterinary Society 
was held at 10 Lion Square, London, W.C., on 
Thursday, February 5th, Mr. J. Basil Buxton, President, 
in the chair. 

The following Fellows signed the attendance book :— 
Messrs, W. Perryman, J. Rowe, I’. G. Samson, S. H. 
Slocock, J. Willett, F. H. Stainton, G. W. Dunkin, J. 
Bell, H. D. Jones, H. J. Parkin, E. A. Batt, R. C. Irving, 
J. W. McIntosh, W. R. Clarke, W. R. Davis, W. N. 
Thompson, M. G. Byerley, R.A. Philp, P. 8. Howard, 
G. H. Livesey, H. G. P. King, W. 8. King, H. King, 
Fred Hobday, B.S. Vockerton, C. Roberts, J. Buxton, 
F, G. Buxton, Capt. J. T. Edwards, Vety. Capt. G. Rees- 
Mogg, Lt.-Col. A. Olver, Profs. J. Macqueen, G. H. 
Wooldridge, E. B. Reynolds, and Hugh A. MacCormack, 

on. 

— Capt. Thomas Bell, a.a.v.c., and Mr. A. H, 
rcher. 

On the motion of Mr. Davis, seconded by Mr. Clarke. 
the — of the last meeting were taken as read an 
confirmed. 


ELECTION AND NOMINATION. 


Mr. F, W. Garnett, J.P., M.R.C.V.S. 
unanimously elected an honorary 


Windermere, was 
fellow of the Society. 


Mr. Percival Carter, M.B.c.v.8., of Chapel Road, Worth- 
ing, was nominated for election as a fellow, and will come 
up for election at the next meeting. 


CASES SEEN AT THE METROPOLITAN Poxtice Courts. 
By Mr. M. G. BYERLEY, F.&.0.V.s. 
Discussion CONTINUED. 


Mr. THompson said all veterinary surgeons would 
agree with Mr. Byerley that no horse ought to be sent to 
work with a sore with which the harness came in con- 
tact, but there were several other points in the paper on 
which there was ground for different opinions. 90% of 
the cases of lameness, in town horses at least, were un- 
doubtedly below the knee, and 85% of those cases were 
below the fetlock. The most fruitful cause of lameness 
in a large stud of horses in London was in the foot first- 
ly, and the coronet secondly. His own experience of 
lameness had led him never to diagnose a case of lame- 
ness, or even to touch a horse’s leg, until the shoe had 
been removed. He could not trust himself to judge a 
case fairly until the shoe had been taken off, because 
on many occasions, unless he had had the shoe taken off, 
he would have diagnosed the case as one of ringbones or 
something else, whereas the condition had been found to 
be due to something entirely different. 

The one complaint which he had to make in regard to 
Police Court cases was the very casual way in which the 
court veterinary surgeon made hisexaminaticns. Three 
or four cases were rushed through while the Bench was 
sitting, and examined in as many minutes, and then came 
a definite conclusion as to the cause of a lameness, upon 
which he himself would probably have to take three or 
four days to form a definite opinion. Dealing with 
sprained tendons, Mr. Thompson said that undoubtedly 
a recently sprained tendon did cause lameness. A horse 
with a recently sprained tendon had no business to be 
worked. When a chronic tendon which had thickened, 
and the cicatricial tissue had contracted, a slightly con- 
tracted tendon resulted, and the horse probably did not 
go quite as freely as he did before, but with the compen- 
sation which took place in the foot, if it was allowed to, 
the horse was — capable of working free from pain 
for some considerable time. In fact, unless the horse 
again sprained that tendon, which was not very likely 
provided precautions were taken, the compensation 
which took place in the foot would allow the horse to 
work sound on the streets. All veterinary surgeons who 
had been in hunting practice knew of hunters which 
had had badly sprained tendons, which animals were 
generally benfitted by a summer in harness, durin 
which time the tendon got strong, and then in the fol- 
lowing season would stand hunting again. In Police 
Court cases there was generally good cause for the case 
being brought, and often good reasons for two opinions, 
— where one man has prior knowledge of the ani- 
mal. 

One thing which had struck him was that veterinary 
surgeons seemed to think that they were employed to 
glve evidence on one particular side. ‘I‘hat was not the 
case. The proper thing for a veterinary surgeon to do 
was to give what he considered his true opinion, whether 
it coincided with the view of the veterinary surgeon on 
the other side or not. He did not think any horse 
ought to be forced to work in pain, either on the London 
streets or anywhere else. He would be the last person 
to go into the witness box and say that a horse was free 
from pain if he had the least doubt about it, but the 
majority of the horses in which he had been interested 
went out of the stable goingsound. He knew of several 
instances of horses which to his knowledge had been 
working sound immediately prior to the day on which 
they had been stopped, and in one or two instances the 
court veterinary surgeon had said that they had not 
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been fit to work for some time previously. That was 
rather annoying to the veterinary surgeon who had been 
in charge of those horses. It often became a question 
of opinion, and he did think that veterinary surgeons 
ought to mect together to try to come to some agreement 
between themselves as to what was the exact cause of 
lameness. It was folly to go into the witness box with- 
out first having met the practitioner on the other side. 
There were very few cases in which he had been con- 
cerned in regard to which, had there been fair consulta- 
tion between the veterinary surgeons on either side, 
some agreement could not have been reached. When a 
veterinary surgeon had had horses under his care for 
years, he did think the word of that man ought to be 
taken into account by the magistrate. 

Mr. SAMSON thought the remarks of Mr. Thompson 
were very sensible and practical. With regard to 
sprained tendons, when they were in an inflamed condi- 
tion it would be cruelty to work a horse; but there 
were dozens of horses in England which were not onl 
hunting but racing and winning races with very muc 
thickened and lumpy tendons, and they went on for 
years in that condition. Yet, if those horses were brought 
to a police court, the chances were that the Society man 
and the policeman and perhaps the veterinary surgeon 
also, in order to try to win the case, would swear there 
was heat, pain and inflammation. He would like to ask 
Mr. Byerley one question in connection with cases of 
bony spavins. Mr. pnd had said there were 180 cases 
of bony spavins, and he would like to enquire how many 
of those 180 cases would Mr. Bysrley consider did not 
work in pain. There were plenty of horses with bony 
spavins, which worked sound after they had gone a few 
re that had no pain whatever. He would like to ask 

r. Byerley also how many of the 1600 cases mentioned 
had been dismissed. 

To his mind, very many horses with ringbones and 
sidebones worked in no pain whatever ; but again the 

lice officer or the society man felt a lump with his 

and and swore that the lump was causing lameness 
and pain. It was no good the veterinary surgeon on the 
other side saying anyt ing at all, and he (Mr. Samson) 
was rather inclined to call the society not only 4 prose- 
cuting but a persecuting society in some cases, 

Mr. H. D. Jones thanked Mr. Byerley for his interes- 
ting paper and said Mr. Byerley had mentioned cases of 

rness in horses, in all of which the poorness had 

n either caused by disease or starvation ; but there 
was one class of horse which got poor without starvation, 
and without over-work ; he referred to horses known as 
“ free workers.” Those horses, although well fed, con- 
stantly lost condition, solely due to their temperaments. 
With regard to sores, nobody could reasonably defend 
the practice of working animals with the harness rubbing 
the raw surfaces, but he would like to ask Mr. Byerley if 
he agreed with the evidence which he (Mr. ‘+! ad 
heard given in police courts, to the effect that the horse 
was noticed to be coming along in pain and putting all 
its weight on one side of the collar. Did Mr. Byerley 
oonsider it was poesible to tell whether or not a horse 
had a sore by its gait in harness? He agreed with Mr. 
Byerley that dirty collars are a frequent cause of sores. 
It was most important that the lining of collars should 
be clean and dry, and it was almost impossible to keep a 
serge lining yp od clean. A leather lining could 
kept properly clean and dry, and if occasionally oiled 
could be kept soft. — 

He quite agreed with Mr. McIntosh’s statement that 
it was an unfair thing in cases of lameness to Fe out 
abnormalities not connected with the affected limb or 
limbs, in order to make the charge as severe as possible. 
Most of the animals which were stopped for lameness in 
the street were certainly lame enough to attract the eye 
of a layman, and in such cases the driver had no excuse 


for proceeding on his journey, but the trouble arose when 
a diagnosis had to be made. The veterinary surgeon 
for the prosecution was always at a serious disadvantage, 
and as those who hesitated were lost, a name had to 
found for the lameness, and it was concerning the cause 
of the lameness that disagreement arose. He could not 
understand how two veterinary surgeons seeing a horse 
at the same time could differ to the extent they often 
did. One advantage of the Central ; Veterinary Society 
was that when its members met in opposition there was 
certainly a tendency displayed to smooth over some of 
their differences, and to promote a feeling of good-fel- 
lowship and fairness towards each other. Mr. Byerley 
did not mention any cases of lameness through articular 
disease of the stifle joint. That was a fairly common 
disease in old horses, and it was generally associated 
with great pain and a wasting condition. He would 
like to know whether Mr. Byerley had come across any 
of those cases. As to mechanical lameness, he would 
like to hear from the essayist what particular forms of 
lameness he regarded as mechanical ; and as to concus- 
sion causing pain, he would like to ask him how he ex- 
plained the case of an animal lame with a spavin which 
usually went sound after a certain amount of concussion, 
and kept sound so long as the animal was kept trotting. 
The question also applied to the early stages of navicu- 
lar diseases. 
Mr. PERRYMAN congratulated Mr. Byerley on his 
braveness in coming to the Society and meeting so many © 


of those with whom he had been in opposition. It was 
a great pity that some other veterinary surgeons who 
attended Police Courts were not present. they did 


attend the Society’s meetings the probability was that 
there would be a better termination to the cases, and that 
there would be a better feeling displayed towards the 
profession. The Magistrate undoubtedly was greatly 
prejudiced in favour of the prosecution. He took the 
evidence of the prosecution as absolutely correct. When 
the veterinary surgeon for the defence went into the 
witness box he was very often placed at a great disad- 
vantage. When he himself had gone into the witness 
box he had felt that spirit of opposition. Mr. Byerley’s 
information with regard to the healing of wounds was 
very valuable. It was well-known that wounds on some 
animals healed more quickly than similar wounds on 
other animals. One statement of the essayist which had 
particularly struck him, perhaps he had read it wrongly, 
was with regard to the chambering out of the collar. 
Mr. Byerley stated that that wasa bad practice, and that 
he never advocated it. He totally disagreed with Mr. 
Byerley in that respect. He considered it very bad 
practice for anyone to send out a horse which had had 
a sore po on the shouldét without having the collar 
properly chambered. After a wound had healed the 
epithelium was so tender that it would readily rub off 
again, and to send out an animal without chambering the 
collar was, in his opinion, an act of negligence on the 
rey of the veterinary surgeon. One of the — which 
‘ad struck him as being very wonderful was the quick 
diagnosis which the Police Court veterinary surgeon was 
able tomake. The man saw the horse walk upand down 
and then came to a conclusion at once, and gave his 
opinion in the Police Court in a very dogmatic manner. 
at often placed the defence at a great disadvantage, 
especially the veterinary surgeon, because very often he 
had to flatly contradict the other veterinary evidence. 
He fully agreed with those who had said that it was very 
unfair to chronicle all the little defects which an animal 
might have down the limb. He had heard evidence given 
to the effect that on one horse at one time there were 
sprained tendons, ringbone, sidebones and navicular di- 


sease. That was acommon thing. A horse might have 
a sidebone or a ringbone or an enlarged joint, and yet 
when the whole business was out the condition 
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was found to be due to pressure of the shoe. To chron- 
icle all those conditions against the animal was merely 
an attempt to prejudice the case in favour of the 
prosecution. 

He would like to ask Mr. Byerley if he considered that 
an animal could go sound with pus in the foot. That 
was a point upon which a good many veterinary 
surgeons differed. He himself believed that there were 
cases of corn where an animal could go geen: Paige 
or so sound that the ordinary observer would thiuk the 
horse was fit for work. He referred to those old chronic 
cases of corn where an animal had corns repeatedly, 
Such cases often occurred in big studs. One knew that 
a particular horse was subject to corn, but occasionally 
it might be pulled up, and then one would find there was 
a lot of pus inthe foot. The Court veterinary surgeon 
would say that there was pus in the foot and that the 
horse must have been lame for three or four days. He 
(Mr. Perryman) disagreed with that, because in many of 
those cases there was a big cavity in the bottom of the 
foot in which pus could accumulate, and until there was 
a considerable accumulation the animal would go pract- 
ically sound. The statistics which Mr. Byerley had 
brought forward were very interesting, particularly with 
regard to the number of convictions in regard to age ; 
but it was rather significant that Mr. Byerley had not 
oy the number of cases which had been dismissed. 

he fact must not be lost sight of that the Magistrate 
was very often educated up to a certain standard by 
the veterinary surgeon who gave evidence. He particu- 
larly referred to the chambering of the collar. If Mr. 
Byerley held the opinion, which he inferred he did, that 
a collar should not be chambered, then it followed that 
as soon as Mr. Byerley saw the collar he came to the con- 
clusion that the person was guilty of gross cruelty. That 
view was advanced on to the Magistrate, and the Magis- 
trate came in course of time to believe that all cases in 
which the collar was chambered must of necessity be 
cases Of cruelty. He thought veterinary surgeons for 
the prosecution should bear in mind the influence they 
had upon the Magistrate. Many horses went out from 
a large stud perfectly sound and then fell suddenly lame 
and it was particularly annoying, as Mr. Thompson had 
said, to the veterinary surgeon who was responsible for 
those animals, to hear another veterinary surgeon give 
evidence in the witness box to the effect that the animals 
must have been lame for many days previously. It was 
a mystery to him how a veterinary surgeon could say an 
animal must have been lame for three or four days when 
it was suffering from a sidebone or ringbone. 

He (Mr. Perryman) referred to so-called mechanical 
lameness. He very much doubted if such a condition 
actually ever existed without the animal feeling pain 
when at work. 

Mr. W. R. Davis said Mr. Byerley had made a sort of 
veiled indictment the veterinary for the 
defence. He (Mr. Davis) did not say but that a good 
many men when they were called for the defence and 
heard the exaggerated evidence for the prosecution were 
apt also to e erate. As Mr. Byerley had given the 
members his opinion of the deficiencies of witnesses for 
the defence, he thought he might have told them a little 
about the la of those who appeared for the prosecu- 
tion. Mr. Samson had already called attention to the 
casual manner in which examinations were made at the 
police court. A client of his own had had a horse 
stopped in London which had gone out perfectly sound 
the night before. The carter had been arrested because 
the horse was said to be suffering from an inflamed side- 
bone. The horse had been brought back in an ambulance 
the following day, when he (Mr. Davis) had been sent for 
and had found that the horse had been suffering from 
laminitis, from which it subsequently died. The veteri- 
nary surgeon for the prosecution got to know what had 


happened, and when he went into the witness box swore 
that the horse had been suffering from laminitis. When 
he was asked if that condition might not have come on 
a short time before the man was arrested and whether it 
was not consistent with the horse mg left the stable 
the previous night oo sound, he had had to admit 
that that was so, and the case had been dismissed. The 
owner who also had been summoned, however, had lost 
his horse, whereas if a proper diagnosis had been made 
the horse might have been treated and might have been 
alive at the present time. In another case the animal 
had been stopped when it had gone lame suddenly, The 
veterinary surgeon who had examined the animal at the 
police court went into the witness box and swore that 
the horse was suffering from laminitis and was lame in 
both forefeet. He (Mr. Davis) examined the horse and 
swore that it was only lame in one foot and that the 
police court veterinary surgeon had no right whatever to 
express the opinion he had done without having had the 
shoe removed. The magistrate therefore had adjourned 
the case for a week, during which time he ie. Davis) 
removed the shoe and found that the animal had a sup- 
purating corn. The horse recovered a few days after- 
wards, and the case was dismissed. The whole object 
of the veterinary surgeon for the prosecution, the police- 
man and the representative of the Society P.C.A. was to 
get a conviction, whereas their proper duty was to guide 
the magistrate to a proper decision. e veterinary 

rofession, however, had not a monopoly of exaggeration. 
Me had heard a doctor give evidence in a case in which 
a motor car had run into a trap and had thrown the 
driver off. The doctor swore that asa result of the ac- 
cident the man had had to undergo an operation for piles 
a fortnight later. Mr. Byerley had not mentioned one 
symptom of which a great deal was always made, name- 
ly heat. Every policeman who felt an animal with his 
hand said there was heat. Personally he always told a 
magistrate not to attach any significance whatever to 
the absence or presence of heat. Heat any rate distrus- 
ted the findings when a horny paw was used as a calori- 
meter. No veterinary surgeon would counsel the send- 
ing to work of horses suffering from sores pressed on by 
the harness, at the same time far too much was frequent- 
ly made by the prosecution of the a nage ee to be at- 
tached to the loss of a bit of the cuticle, which in num- 
bers of cases cause little or no pain and which are some- 
times referred to as suppurating wounds attended b 
much suffering. As Mr. McIntosh and Mr. Willett an 
others had said, in cruelty cases it did not matter what 
was the actual cause of lameness, the witness for the 
prosecution always insisted on mentioning every mortal 
thing he could find. That was done to mislead the 
magistrate, and it was a thing which ought to be protes- 
ted against. He was surprised to hear that Mr. Perry- 
man did not believe that a case of mechanical lameness 
could exist. A friend of his had had typhoid fever 
when a boy, as a result of which he had arthritis of the 
hip joint, and ankylosis. His friend could walk miles 
at a time, and was a first-rate golfer. Therefore it was 

uite evident that if his friend had been a horse Mr. 
| ened would have said he was suffering agony and 
pain, whereas that was not in the least the cuse. 

In conclusion, he would like to read to the members 
some remarks which had been made by Mr. J. M. Robert- 
son, M.P., a8 follows: “ While | make no demur to the 
principle that cruelty to animals should be penalised, | 
am often moved to wonder at the zest with which it is 
done. A sensitive woman seems to take a keen satisfac- 
tion in bringing to punishment a poor devil of a carter, 
as tired as the poor horse he stupidly flogs, when perhaps 
a little extension of sympathy to the carter might better 
ee further hurting the horse or fining the man’s 

amily.” 


Mr. W.S. Kina: Regrettable though it was to say so, 
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he was afraid that the present snastioinetes state of 
things, especially with regard to the question of lameness, 
was certainly Ji ely to continue as long as the veteri- 
narians employed by the various Courts unhesitatingly 
gave opinions in many instances after a most cursory ex- 
amination. The desire of those gentlemen appeared to 
be to catch hold of the first abnormality which presented 
itself and then assign the cause of lameness to its exis- 
tence. Unfortunately for those veterinarians who ap- 
peared for the defence, the Magistrate invariably looked 
upon the veterinarian who held a Court appointment as 
an infallible diagnostician. He had had many sad ex- 
riences in Courts. He had seen any number of cases 
in which exostosis had been described as the cause of the 
lameness, and on removal of the shoe pus had been found 
in the foot. He thought the time had arrived when the 
veterinary surgeons on either side should have consult- 
ations together, not with any view to making any ar- 
rangement, but in order to bring the status of the pro- 
fession more into line with what it should be, and in 
order that members of the profession should not be sub- 
mae to ridicule to which they had been put in the past. 
ere were some magistrates who looked upon veterinary 
surgeons as mere nobodies. On one occasion a Magis- 
trate had asked him his name and where he had come 
from, and added that as he had come a long a he (the 
Magistrate) would hear him with pleasure. On going 
into the witness box and on — to make his state- 
ment, the Magistrate had said: “I will have no statement 
made. Just answer questions. Is this a gelding or a 
mare!” He had replied: “A mare,” “In ye or good 
condition!” “In poor condition.” “Has the animal a 
sore or no sore?” “A sore.” “In your opinion, is the 
»roper place for this animal in a stable?” “(uite so.” 
he Magistrate thensaid: “Stand down. You are the 
first of your profession I have ever heard speak the truth, 
and I will dismiss the case.” If that type of Magistrate 
was general, he thought the time had arrived when some 
means of consultation should be put into force in order 
to get a better — between the veterinary 
surgeon employed by the Court and the veterinary 
surgeon employed by the horse-owning public. He 
would like to ask Mr. Byerley how the Court usually ar. 
rived at its opinion on the duration of lameness, especial- 
ly in ringbone. 

Prof. WooLpRipGE congratulated Mr. Byerley on hav- 
ing brought forward a real contribution to veterinary 
literature, particularly in connection with the rate of 
healing of wounds. He bad often wondered on what 
veterinary surgeons at police courts had based their 
opinion as to the length of time certain conditions had 


been in existence, and Mr. [yerley’s paper and excellent 
diagrams answered at = *y- very positively one sec- | 
tion of those conditions. He was not at all sure, hew- | 
ever, that one was quite satisfied as to how police court | 
veterinary surgeons estimated the length of time which 
an exostosis might have been in existence, or lameness 
from that exostosis might have been present. Unfortu- 
nately, when an exostosis was discovered it was very often 
assumed at once that that was the cause of lameness. 
That was a big mistake to which all veterinary surgeons 
at times were liable. He thought one ought to give 
more credit than one did for honesty of purpose and en- 
deavour, and honesty of evidence on the part of police 
court veterinary surgeons, He himself had opposed 
them very Soquently indeed, but he had been content 
merely to hold a different opinion from them. In some 
cases there had been undue exaggeration and that, he 
thought, was where the whole fault lay. Ifa veterinary 
surgeon a red for the prosecution in a case of cruelty, 
he f. Wooldridge) took it that the man in the first 
instance was of the opinion that there hud been some 
cruelty, and therefore it was up to him to persuade the 
magistrate that there had been some pain or some con. 


dition in existence which rendered the horse, for the 
time being at any rate, unfit for work. The veterinary 
surgeon on the other side was imbued with the idea that 
he had got to get his man off, and he cannes just 
as much, and often considerably more than the man who 
appeared for the prosecution. When a magistrate had 
such irreconcilable evidence before him, what could he 
do? He ought to have independent opinion called in. 
He (Prof. Wooldridge) had been called in in that respect 
without having heard the evidence of either of the veteri- 
nary surgeons, and had given his opinion in the box, and 
the magistrate on more than one occasion had said : 
“ Well, I was absolutely unable to reconcile the evidence 
of these two men, but you seem to have done it.” The 
reason was that he had taken the middle line, the correct 
line ; he had not exaggerated. He thought great advan- 
tage would result from consultation before a case came 
into court, but he was of the opinion that that consulta- 
tion ought to be done with the consent. of the magistrate. 
One should be very careful about the bodily condition 
of a horse, and thinness. There was very often a ten- 
dency to imagine that thinness or lack of heavy muscu- 
lar development meant emaciation due either to some 
diseased condition or to neglect of feeding or some other 
cause, when such was not the case. He had not been 
quite able to follow Mr. Byerley’s line of argument in 
avour of not chambering collars, and yet in favour of 
the chambering of pads. He thought the objections to 
one applied to the other, Chambering of collais in order 
to avoid sores never met with his approval. Horses 
with sore shoulders should not be worked at all in har- 
ness. He thought one of the common causes of saddle 
sores, (pad sores) and dock sores was overlooked, name- 
ly the improper adjustment of the breeching. If the 
breeching were properly fixed and adjusted chafing 
would be entirely avoided. He would like to ask Mr. 
Byerley’s view as to what was the yr se of twitch- 
ing or shrinking on the part of the horse where the 
shoulders or withers were handled in cases where there 
was no sore. There was often a patch where the hair 
was rubbed off and the horse had particularly ticklish 
withers. The horse cringed away even before he was 
touched as though he was in pain. That wasa condition 
which impressed the magistrates more than anything 
else. In his (Prof. Wooldridge’s) view it was not an in- 
dication of pain at all, but was very often a memory of 
some in that particular part. He would 
like to ask if Mr. Byerly did believe in such a thing as 
mechanical lameness. _ 

Mr. Byerwey said he did, and he had instances of it. 

Prof. WooLpripGs, continuing, said he was glad to 
hear that because he was quite sure that cases of lame- 
ness did occur due to mechanical causes and without 
pain. In such cases pace was often an important factor 
since at fast paces much greater flexion and extension of 
joints occurred and might cause pain and sufferin 
totally absent at a walking pace. He thoroughly ag 
with the view that evidence should not be given in cases 
without the animal having first been thoroughly exam- 
ined so that the apparently obvious should not be mis- 
taken for the true cause of lameness, With regard to 
the question which had been asked as to how many of 
his cases had been dismissed, he took it that in a con- 
siderable number of cases where Mr. Byerley was asked 
to examine a horse which was reported to be unfit for 
work, if in Mr. Byerley’s opinion it was fit for work he 
would advise the authorities responsible that it was not 
a case for prosecution, and therefore such cases, where a 
dismissal in his opinion —_ to occur, did not come 
into court at all. So that the reply to the question of 
what number of cases had been dismissed would not at 
all go to show that Mr. Byerley bolstered up a weak case 
unjustifiably. 

r. J. Bet said he was a near neighbour of Mr. 
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Byerley’s, and could bear his testimony to the most 
thorough way in which Mr. Byerley examined every case 
he attended. He had been against Mr. Byerley on many 
occasions, but in regard to a good many of them he had 
never appeared in the witness box, simply because Mr. 
Byerley’s evidence had been so fair that the case had 
been dismissed. 

Pror. MacqukEEN desired to say that the paper marked 
a distinct step forward inthe way of clinical observation 
and he thought Mr. Byerley ought to be congratulated 
for his assiduity, care, patience and perseverance in mak- 
ing the observations with which he had furnished the 
Society. Other ogy | surgeons might notsee things 
in the same light as Mr. Byerley, but at the same time 
he could not see how anyone could withold his admir- 
ation for the essayist’s excellent paper. By way of pre- 
liminary he desired to accentuate that statement, because 
he looked upon the paper as the first contribution in the 
history of the veterinary profession of observations by a 
veterinary surgeon largely retained by the prosecution. 
He almost shuddered when he tried to think what kind 
of paper on the subject would have been produced by an 
aggrieved veterinary surgeon who was constantly acting 
for the defence. 

With regard to mechanical lameness he wished to say 
most positively that anyone who claimed that there was 
such a thing as mechanical lameness should be capable 
of demonstrating it. He had never yet seen acase which 
could be called mechanical, and he should like anyone 
who thought there was such a thing as mechanical lame- 
ness in a horse to produce the animal and to supply the 
necessary data upon which the diagnosis was founded. 
A horse with ankylosed pasterns was in the condition of 
one that was sup to be mechanically lame. He 
maintained that a horse with an ankylosed pastern joint, 
one joint or two joints, could not work without exper- 
iencing not only inconvenience but a considerable degree 
of pain. The position of maintaining that a horse might 
be lame from mechanical lameness was untenable. 
What was the cause of lameness? There was an element 
of pain in nearly every case, with the exception of those 
instances of paralysis, which seldom come before the 
Police Courts. A horse that was lame as a rule was 
suffering pain, and he believed that pain was the 
explanation of 99% of the cases of lameness. With 
regard to sprained tendon, a horse with sprained tendon 
was almost certain to be lame, and no horse with 
a sprained tendon could work satisfactorily without suf- 
fering more or less pain. He thought veterinary sur- 
geons, especially those who were in the habitof appearing 
on be of their own clients in cases ef cruelty, were 
quite as much to blame as the prosecuting veterinary 
— He had heard most extraordinary remarks 

e by the so-called defending veterinary surgeon. 
That was not to say, of course, that one did not hear 
sometimes extraordinary remarks from the prosecuting 
veterinary surgeon; but it is a remarkable fact that ow- 
ing to the exigences of practice, especially at the present 
time, a veterinary surgeon was out to do the best he 
could for his client and sometimes, of course, was in- 
clined to say more than the actual state of the case just- 
fied him in saying. There was another feature which he 
was afraid had crept into the profession, and that was 
the veterinary surgeon forsaking his proper ponies of 
professional judge or referee and becoming his client’s 
advocate. That was a most vicious position, and un- 
fortunately it was too wide spread. Frequently the 
veterinary surgeon engaged for the defence, and some- 
times the veterinary surgeon en to give evidence 
for the prosecution, committed this error. They thought 
it was part of their duty to assume the position of ad- 


vocate, and they no longer confined their attention to 
the cause of 
cause of cruelty, 


the particular case of lameness, or other 
ut also tried to direct the course in 


which the evidence should be given. That was wrong. 
If a veterinary surgeon desired to occupy his proper 
position as professional adviser and expert, he ought 
certainly nut to take sides, 

Mr. Siocock said that despite the remarks of Prof. 
Macqueen, he was a believer in mechanical lameness, 
and was not yet convinced that it did not exist. As to 
whether a horse could go scund with pus in the foot, he 
was of the opinion that it could go sound—not workably 
sound—but sound. Such a horse could go out sound in 
the morning, and from one cause or another might dro 
suddenly lame on the sage Another cause of sud- 
den lameness was striking of the leg ; the diagnosis in 
that case was very difficult, and he thought many mis- 
takes were made. With regard to exostosis, in how 
many cases had one gone round a stud of horses in order 
to take stock and found exostosis in horses which had 
been working quite soundly. One wondered at what 
period the exostosis occurred. 

Mr. MacCormack, dealing with mechanical 
lameness, said he himself had been mechanically lame 
for more years than he cared to remember. In his stu- 
dent days, when playing Rugby, on one occasion he had 
ruptured the sheath of a tendon on the outside of an 
ankle. The ankle had been put in plaster of Paris ban- 
dages for six months, and after they were taken off for 
several months he had gone on crutches. The part healed 
nicely, and he had been able to walk well. He had 
walked over the mountains of England, Scotland and 
Wales, and had played tennis, but had never felt pain, 
bis left boot always required to be soled first. Unfortu- 
nately, three years ago he had slipped up again, and the 
injury recurred in exactly the same place. He walked 
lame to the eye, but with no pain whatever. The only 
pain he had ever had with the ankle was at the time of 
the wrench. Since the second accident he had worn an 
elastic anklet. If the fellows tried the experiment of 
wearing an elastic anklet they would find they would all 
go mechanically lame, because they could not flex the 
ankle as in the ordinary ry 

Professor REYNoLDs said he thought the reason of the 
disparity between the evidence for the prosecution and 
that given for the defence was the exaggeration which 
took place on both sides. He agreed that a veterinary 
surgeon should not be allowed to act as an advocate, or 
to prompt an advocate if it was an endeavour to obtain 
misleading evidence ; but on the other hand if it was 
necessary in order to expose misleading evidence then it 
should be allowed. In order to show the necessity for 
this, and also to give an example of the exaggeration 
that can take place, he would mention a case that was 
brought to his notice some time ago: In the course of 
his evidence for the defence in a case in which some 
animals were stated to have been injuriously affected by 
having been kept without water, a well known veterinary 
surgeon said that it was quite a common practice for 
bullocks which were being fed to be shut up in stalls in 
September and October and not released or given water 
until they came fat at Christmas time or the following 
Spring. This had been a most definite attempt to mis- 
lead the judge and the jury. Although it might be true 
it almost amounted to perjury. This particular veteri- 
nary surgeon had failed to say that those animals had 
received probably about forty or fifty pounds of roots a 
day and that owing to the high percentage of water the 
roots contained the animals would probably have taken 
in three or four gallons of water. If the barrister for the 
plaintiffs had been prompted by an expert to ask this 
veterinary surgeon how much roots the animals had 
received and what percentage of water the roots contain- 
ed the impression conveyed would have been very much 
different to the one actually received. 

_ With regard to mechanical lameness, from the defini- 
tion which Mr. Byerley had given it was apparent that 
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what Mr. Byerley understood by mechanical lameness 
was the lameness shown by an animal that had been very 
lame for a considerable period of time, and although the 
animal had become more or less sured of the condition 
in so far as this was causing pain, it still persisted in go- 
ing lame simply because it had learned the habit of 
going lame. He (Professor Reynolds) was quite un- 
aware that that was the commonly accepted definition of 
mechanical lameness. If it was, then he was convinced 
mechanical lameness did not exist. The impression that 
he had always had as to what one meant by mechanical 
lameness was a lameness that was caused by some struct- 
ural change having taken place that interfered with the 
normal action of the limb, but which was unaccompanied 
by apparent signs of pain. 


REpPty. 


Mr. Byer.ey said it had been tifying to him to 
find that his poor efforts had evoked such an admirable 
discussion. hen he had brought forward his paper he 
had endeavoured as far as he could to treat of matters 
pertaining to veterinary jurisprudence in a scientific way, 
and had fully expected that his opinions would meet 
with sharp criticism, and he had not been disappointed. 
But he should be wanting in candour if he did not say 
that his satisfaction was tempered by the knowledge 
that his paper had also brought forward a vigorous dis- 
play of invective ; and as the delinquencies and enormi- 
ties of witnesses had been given such great prominence 
during the discussion, he felt that he too must keep that 
topic pretty well in the foreground. He had never been 
able to understand why veterinary surgeons should pos- 
sess all the Christian virtues when nepeaee, for the de- 
fence and only the attributes of the devil when they ap- 
peared for the prosecution. It had been said that when 
a man had a particular fault himself he was ever ready 
to find that fault in others, and he was not inclined to 
disagree with that dictum. But whatever might be said 
—— cruelty it could be sta without 
question that they had often proved a great stumbling 
block to veterinary surgeons, and they had been the 
means of advertising them adversely more than anythin 

else of which he had cognisance. The manner in whic 

they had given their evidence as witnesses had frequent- 
ly created such an unfavourable impression as to call 
forth not only detrimental comments from magistrates 
but also from the Press ; and there was no hiding the 
fact that some people when they got into the witness box 
thought they were only entitled to say what suited their 
own case, and to disregard the solemnity of the oath. As 
far as he personally was concerned, in dealing with 
these cases he had always had a great objection to being 
styled simply a police witness, for he regarded himself, 
and he thought rightly so, more as an adviser to the 
magistrate. Whenever anything could be said in favour 
of a defendant he never hesitated to say it. Time after 
time his evidence had led to the dismissal of charges, 
although the police had been perfectly justified in bring- 
ing the cases forward for investigation. The duty 
which a veterinary surgeon had to undertake when the 
poli.e called him in to investigate a case was not an easy 
one. He was generally alone and unsupported by other 
professional evidence, whereas the other side could call 
as many witnesses as they liked. He sometimes had to 
examine horses belonging to the clients of other members 
of the profession, and was therefore liable to be accused 
of being biassed on that account. But the grcat majori- 
ty of cruelty cases in his experience had reference to 
horses which had not been — attended by vet- 
erinary surgeons, the latter being simply called in by the 
owners to try and get them out of trouble. After that 
they were not consulted again—except perhaps on simi- 
lar occasions. In his judgment some veterinary surgeons 
would be far more highly respected if they thought more 


of the honour of their profession and less of gaining the 
fleeting applause of a temporary client by disparaging a 
professional brother. The grievances were not all on 
one side, and he could honestly say that during his 
lengthy experience he had found that the veterinary 
surgeon called in by the representatives of the law to 
guide them in the course of justice had been more often 
sinned against than sinning. 

During the discussion he had been reminded of many 
pitfalls in connection with cases which came before the 
courts, and for the benefit of young members of the pro- 
fession who might not at present have had any experi- 
ence of them he would first of all warn them to be always 
careful to keep a note of the identification marks of any 
animal they might be called upon to examine, because, 
if a case was adjourned as it generally was, a different 
animal ina sound condition might be brought forward 
for the inspection of the magistrate. Mr. Willett’s and 
other speakers’ remarks pointed to the necessity in all 
cases of lameness of always having the shoe removed, 
however apparently obvious the cause might be. It 
might be sometimes difficult to find a shoeing-smith, for 
instance on a Saturday afternoon, and then one would 
be in a very difficult position, because, however glaring 
the case, one offered a good opportunity to the other side, 
(which was always supposed to be free from guile), to 
throw discredit upon one. But if the shoe were re- 
moved, one was not even then protected from unscrupu- 
lous attack. He would give an instance which happ2ned 
quite recently in his own experience. He had been 
called in to examine an animal which was lame of the 
near fore limb. He had found there was heat in the 
fetlock joint, although the members had been told that 
evening that they should attach no importance to that 
whatever. At any rate there was abnormal heat in the 
fetlock joint. ‘There was no abnormal heat in the other 
joints. There was an exostosis at the head of the os 
suffraginis. Manipulation of the joint increased the 
lameness. He sent for ashoeing-smith and had the shoe 
removed and the foot cut out and tested carefully with 

incers and had failed to find anything amiss with the 
foot at all. He was forced to the conclusion that the 
lameness had reference to the fetlock joint... It was a 
wet and muddy day and so the fact that the shoe had 
been recently removed was perhaps not noticeable when 
the animal arrived home and was examined by another 
veterinary surgeon. That veterinary surgeon, when the 
case came on a week later, swore that he had had the 
shoe removed, that he had found two badly suppuratio 
corns, that in less than two days he had > y cur 
them and then had sent the horse to work. Needless to 
say the horse was not produced, and he was not sorry to 
say that the veterinary surgeon did not suceeed in what 
he had set out to do ; he did not attempt to show that 
the horse was not lame when it Was stopped ; he did 
he did not attempt to show that even if the horse were 
lame it was suffering from mechanical lameness ; he 
did not attempt to show that the horse had been fit for 
work when it had been stopped by the police. The evi- 
dence of that veterinary surgeon would show that it was 
not, even if it had been correct. The veterinary surgeon 
had simply thought that his purpose would be served if 
he tried to throw discredit upon him (Mr. Byerley). The 
man had not succeeded, but there was no doubt about 
it that at the present time that man was to be counted 
among the innocent band that were ever complaining 
that they did not receive similar treatment from magi 
strates as was meted out to their professional brethren on 
the other side. Exaggeration had been made a great deal 
of, but he had had great difficulty in being able to decide 
where exaggeration ended and mendacity commenced. 
For instance,hehad listened to such statements as the 
following made for the defence—that no horse had ever 
been known to go lame from canker, and that it was of 
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such trivial importance that no less than 75 per cent. of 
the horses in London'were affected with it. In which cate- 
gory was he to place that statement? Was that me. 
geration or downright lieing for the purpose of mislead - 
mg magistrates ? 

he difficulty of determining how long a lameness had 
been in existence, he — agreed, was frequently insup- 
erable. Mr. McIntosh attached noimportance whatever 
to any bony formations. He disagreed with Mr. 
MclIntosh’s conclusions in some respects, and aaa | a- 
greed with himin others. For instance, splints when 
they were formed and did not interfere with important 
structures were of no consequence. Then again with 
regard to sidebones he was entirely with Mr. McIntosh. 
With regard to false ringbones, when he was called to 
examine an animal lame through that cause he could only 
me that the animal was suffering from a condition 
which was likely to cause intermittent lameness, which 
would imply that the animal might certainly have been 
free from lameness when it had been sent to work. 
With regard to true ringbones, he had already expressed 
his views and it would be superfluous to reiterate them, 
but he had brought with him specimens of bony form- 
ations taken from a horse which had worked for some 
years in London. The horse had always been lame, but 
the lameness varied greatly in intensity, pone sometimes 
so pronounced that the owners were actually ashamed 
to send the animal out, and so it spent long periods of 
rest in the stable which accounted for its good condition. 
(Mr. Byerley described the specimens). 

With regard to determining as to whether some forms 
of lameness were recent or not,'he coy very valuable 
information might be obtained from the shoe. In that 
connection he would give one illustration. He was 
called in to examine a horse which was very lame. There 
was aswelling on the knee which the defence said was 
recent, and they said the lameness was recent too. He 
examined the animal and found a bursal enlargement on 
the knee. On examining carefully stil- further he found 
that the tendon of the extensor metacarpi magnus was 
inflamed, considerably thickened, and in fact was becom- 
ing ossified. He then looked at the shoe of the sound 
limb, and found that while it showed considerable wear, 
the wear was normal. Hethen examined the shoe of the 
lame leg and he found it was quite worn through at the 
toe and that the horn of the foot was begining to wear. 
Was not there proof conclusive that the lameness was 
not recent? He thought veterinary surgeons often neg- 
lected matters like that, when they would be of great 
assistance to them. 

With rd to the number of cases which had been 
dismissed he might say that they would make a very 
considerable total. He was not prepared to say how 
many there had been, and he was not me pe to say 
for what reasons they had been dismissed—exeept to 
state that when he examined a horse and had found its 
condition was such that he had come to the conclusion 
that it might have gone out free from lameness, then the 
case had fizzled out. Many a time that had happened, 
but he had not thought it worth while putting in his 
paper the number of times that he had found, say, horses 
affected with spavins which were not causing lameness. 
Those he had mentioned were causing lameness, but he 
had seen scores that were not causing lameness. 

He hoped that upon whichever side veterinary sur- 
geons might find themselves, whether for the prosecution 
or for the defence, they would work together with 
faith and reasonable care, so that, by their united effort 
they might ever strive to make the shifting sands o 
speculation give way to the firm rocks of certainty. 

Mr. McIntTosH proposed a hearty vote of thanks to 
the author for his excellent contribution. 

Mr. Wittert seconded the vote of thanks which was 
carried with acclamation and the Meeting terminated. 


SUBSCRIPTIONS TO R.C.V5S. 


The Secretary of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons begs to acknowledge the receipt of the follow- 
ing subscriptions for 1920. In each case the amount is 
£1 1s., except where otherwise stated * 


Bolton, E.J., Athlone Moore, R., Treorchy, 
Castle, A. F., Ipswich Glam. 
Grasby, W. W., Daventry | Payne, A. E., Weybridge 
Gregory, P., Tonbrid Perryman, W., London 
Griffiths, J. A., New Lian- S.W. 
frets, E. Africa | Reynolds, H.S., Daventry 
Hill, C.G., Darlington Rockett, H. C., Tunbrid 
Hoddinott, D. R. F., Eve- Wells 
sham | Sheather, C. H., London, 
Jelbart, E. E., N.W. 
orton | Spreull, A., a. a 
ic 


Jones, J. R. A., Gloucester | Turtill, W., ham 

Jones, H.L., Beira, Market 
E. Africa | Williams, D. T., Llangefni 

McPherson, W., Huntly £25 4 0 


Macfarlane, J., Doune Amt. Feb. 18 £627 9 5 
Male, G. P., | Reading, 

1919-20, £2 2s. * £652 13 5 
Medlock, F. W., Dumfries | Fel. 25th. 


ARMY VETERINARY SERVICE 


Extracts from London Gazette 
Reautar Forors. Royat Army VETERINARY Cores 
War Orrice, WHITEHALL, Feb. 10. 


The following relinquish actg. rank of Lt.-Col. :—Maj. 
H. E. Gibbs, p.s.0., (Feb. 25, 1919) ; Capt. V. C. Lec- 
kie, D.8.0. (May 1 =e ; Capt. J. O. Andrews, D.s.0. 
(June 3, 1919) ; Capt. J. R. Hodgkins, D.s.0., F.R.C.V.S , 
(June 18, 1919); Maj. H. Kirby, p.8.0., (June 25, 
1919). 

Capt. Wr. H. Simpson relinquishes actg. rank of Maj. 
(Feb. 23, 1919). 

The following temp. Capts. relinquish their commns. on 

completion of service, and retain rank of Capt. :—W. 

F. Macdougall (Dec. 10, 1919); K. D. Zinck (Jan. 4. 


1919). 
Feb. 11. 
The following temp. Capts. relinquish their commns. on 
completion of service, and retain the rank of Capt. :— 
L. Robson (Dec. 10, 1919); J.J. Morrow (Jan. 10) ; 
W. L. Marshall (Feb. 12). ov 
eb. 12. 


Maj. and Bt. Lt.-Col. G. C. O. Fowler, 0.B.£., ret. pay is 
nted the rank cf Lt.-Col. on ceasing to be empld. 
Guly 16, 1919) (substituted for notification in Gazette 
ap. 5); Temp. Capt. H. V. M. Metivier, 0.B.z., to be 
actg. Maj. while holding the appt. of D.A.D.V.S. (from 
Oct. 18 to Dec. 6, 1919). Feb 
eb. 13. 


Lt.-Col. G. M. Williams, c.M.c., relinquishes temp. rank 
of Brig.-Gen. on ceasing to be empld. as D.V.S. (Nov. 
13, e when he reverts to actg. rank of Col. on appt. 
as D.D.V.S. 

Maj. and Bt. Lt.-Col. P. J. Harris relinquishes actg. rank 
of Col. on ceasing to be empld. as D.D.V.S. (Nov. 13, 
1919), when he reverts to actg. rank of Lt.-Col. on 
appt.as A.D.V.S. 

Temp. o R. W. Simpson, M.c., relinquishes actg. 


rank of Maj. on ceasing to hold a spec. appt. (Dec. 16, 
1919). 
The fetiowing temp. Capts. relinquish their commns. on 


completion of service :—R. W. Simpson, M.c. g an. 8) 
and is granted the rank of Maj. And retain the ran 
of Capt.:—G. C. Lawrence . 10, 1919); L. H. 


A. MacCormack, Hon. Sec. 


MacQueen, 0.B.£. (Jan. 8). 
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Feb. 17. 

G. Conder, b.s.0., relinquishes the actg. rank of 
t.-Col. (Jan. 22). age 
eb. 18. 


Temp. Maj. F. W. Melhuish relinquishes his commn. on 
7 letion of service (Feb. 19), and retains the rank 
0 


aj. 
Feb. 19. 
Maj. F. C. O’Rorke, c.M.a., F.R.C.v.s., relinquishes the 
actg. rank of Lt.-Col. (Dec. 14, 1919). pecan 
e 


Maj, A. Edgar is placed temp. on the h.p. list on account 
of ill-health (Feb. 24). 

Maj. A. E. Clark, Res. of Offrs. relinquishes the actg. 
rank of Lt.-Col. on ceasing to be = (Oct. 15, 
1919), and is granted tk» rank of Lt.-Col. 


Contagious Abortion in Cattle. 


Mr. W. Parkin-Moore of Whitehall, Mealsgate, the 
well-known Cumberland Shorthorn breeder and ex- 
president of the Shorthorn Society, summarises the re- 
sult of recent research into contagious abortion in cattle 
in the course of a criticism of one of the Cumberlan 
local authorities in deciding to move under the Epizootic 
Abortion Order, 1920. He holds that it is quite imprac- 
ticable at present to try and check this by making it 
notifiable, and is firmly convinced that a cow that has 
once been naturally infected becomes a germ carrier 
which to a great extent accounts for the prevalence an 
continuation of the disease. 


For the last nine or ten years Mr. Parkin-Moore has 
had several infected cattle carefully isolated and under 
close supervision, for the purpose of getting to know 
with the help of the Veterina College, more about the 
disease. Last Autumn he sold to the butcher the two 
remaining isolated cattle. One had had the disease 
since 1912, and had never aborted. She bred fairly 
segelariy, ut calved her first calf in 1914 prematurely. 
The calf lived, but Mr. Parkin-Moore does not thin 
there was any doubt that the premature birth was 
caused by the disease. These two cows still had the 
germs of the disease in their blood last year, as was 

roved by examination, and also by the fact that they 

th infected the calves they suckled.—N.8.A. 


OBITUARY. 


Tuompson.—At Beacon View, oo on Saturday, 
the 2lst inst., Isabella, wife of Henry Thompson, 
M.R.C.V.8., aged 70 years. Interred at St. Kentigern’s 
Churchyard, Aspatria, on Tuesday. 


Mrs. Thompson was well-known and greatly respected 
throughout the district. Much sympathy is expressed 
with Mr. Thompson and his two sons and daughter. 
There was a large and representative gathering. at the 
funeral, which included the following members of the 
veterinary profession: Messrs. H. Barrow, Ireby ; J. 
Hewson, J. G. Bell, Carlisle ; and Major J. Scott Row- 
den, 0.B.£., Whitehaven. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS 1894 to 1914, SUMMARY OF RETURNS. 


Rabies. |  Foot- 
= Anthrax and-Month | Glanders.t Parasitic Bwine Fever. 
Cases |—— Disease. Mange. 
Period Ont- | Ani Out- | Ani sheer 
eriod. 8. Out- |Scab.] Ont- | Slaugh- 
A (a) (a) (b) (b) (+) | (a) 
Gr. BRITAIN. | 
Week ended Feb. 21 | 1 7 9 6 | 151 1 1} 148] 246] 17 46 9 
1919 4 4 297] 13 31 11 
1918 a| 4 1/ 1] 318] 11 ? 2 
| 1917 15 | 22 1 2t 7} 144] a1] 44 
Total for 8 weeks, 1920 3 75 | 86 | 84 /1791 7} 14] 1988 | 2365] 194] 350 123 
. 1919 |16| 2] 33 | 47 | 16 | 990 1374 | 2651] 151] 155 50 
Comms 1918 54 | 63 3 4] 1279 | 2468] 161] 118 35 
1917 117 | 181 9] 680| 1445] 252] 309 103 
(a Confirmed. (6) Reported by Local Authorities. + Counties affected, animals attacked :— Middlesex 1. 
Board of Agriculture Fisheries, Feb. 24, 1920 _Exclading eutbreaks in army horses. 
Outbreaks 
Week ended Feb. 21 oe ons one 4 7 
6 6 1 
Corresponding 5 13 1 13 
Total for 8 weeks, 1920 eee eee eee eee 1 2 80 75 1 4 
1919 eee eee eee eee eee eee 25 88 gy 38 
period in 1 7 124 81 199 


Degeeent of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
Nort.— e 


for Ireland, (Veterinary Branch), Dublin, Feb. 23, 1920 
figures for the Current Year are approximate only. * As Diseased or Exposed to Infection 
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Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


President : Mr. J. McKinna, F.R.¢.v.s. 
Vice-Presidents: Mr. F. W. Garnett, 0.B.E., M.R.C.V.8., J.P. 
Dr. O. Charnock Bradley, M.D., D.sc., 
CH.B, M.R.C.V.S. 
Secretary and Registrar: Mr. Fred Bullock, 
10 Red Lion Square, London, W.C. 1. 


NATIONAL VETERINARY ASSOCIATION 


President ; Dr. O. Charnock Bradley, Prin. R.V. Coll., Edin, 
Sec: Mr. J. W. Brittlebank, m R.c.v.s. 
Town Hall, Manchester 
Assist. Sec: Mr. W. L. Harrison, F.x.c.v.s. (on Service), 
11 Anchor Terrace, Southwark Bridge, 8.E. 
Treas: Prof. G. H. Wooldridge, ¥.n.0.v.8. (Acting Hon. Sec), 
Ryl. Vet. Coll,, Camden Town n.w. 


Northern Branch: 


‘ Pres, Mr. W. A. Taylor, (F) Brick Street, Manchester 
Hon, Sec. Mr. A. W. Noél Pillers, (F) 
71 Smithdown Lane, Liverpool 
LanoasoirE V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. A, W. Noel Pillers, F.8.0.v.8., 
Municipal Buildings, Dale Street, Liverpool 
Hon. Sec. Mr. J. Spruell, m.2.0.v.s., 
City Abattoir, Manchester 
Hon. Treas: Mr. ki. H. Stent, m.z.0.v.s., Preston-st, Hulme 
Meetings, 1st Thursday in April, June, Sept., & Deo. 
Liverroot University V.M.S. 
Pres: Mr. J. P. Heyes, ¥.n.0.v.8., Wigan 
Hon, Sec: Mr. A. Walker, ¥.n.c.v.s., Mill Lane, West Derby 
Pathological Sec: Mr. D.C. Matheson, F.2.0.v.s. 
Meetings, May, July, October, January. 


Miptanp Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. Malcolm, F.8.0.v.8., Birmingham 
Hon. Sec: Mr. H. J. Dawes, ¥.8.0.v.8., 

Camden House, High-st., West Bromwich 
Hon. Treas, Mr. W. H. Brooke, m.z.0.v.8., 

Stafford Road, Handsworth, Birmingham, 

Meetings, Second Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday alternately in Feb., May, Aug. and Nov. 


Norts or Eneuanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. Geo. Elphick, .n.c.v.s., Corbridge-on-Tyne 
Hon. Sec : T. T. Jack, m.n.0.v.8., 8 Elmwood-st, Sunderland 
Meetings, Third Friday, Feb., May, Aug. and Nov. 


Norra Mipianp VETERINARY AssOCcIATION 
Pres: Mr. R. Hudson, r.x.c.v.8., Retford 
Hon. Treas. : H. Thompson, m.8.c.v.s., Sheffield 
Hon, Sec: Mr. J. 8. Lloyd, F.x.c.v.s., Sheffield 


Nortn Wates V.M.A. 
Pres; Mr. Williams, m.n.0.v.8., Ty Croes 
Hon. See. Mr. L. W. Wynn Lloyd, c.v.s., Carnarvon 
Meetings, First Tuesday, March and September , 


Sours anp Norra V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. M, Walker, ¥..0.v.8., Hartlepool 
Hon. See. @ Treas : Mr. F. H, Sanderson, m.z.0.v.8. 
Victoria Road, Darlington 
Meetings, First Friday, Mar., June, Sept. and Dec. 


Yorxsuine Vet. Association 
Pres. Mr. 8. E. Sampson, m.x.c.v.8., Hillsboro’, Sheffield 
Hon, Sec; Mr. J. Clarkson, m.z.0.v.s., Garforth, nr.Leeds 
Hon. Treas: Mr. A. McCarmick, .8.0.v.8., 
Kirkstall-road, Leeds 


Southern Branch: 


Pres. Sir Stewart Stockman, 4 Whitehall Place, 8.W. 
Sec.: Mr. G. P. Male (r.), 250 Kings Road, Reading. 
Pres. Mr. J. Basil Buxton, r.n.c.v.s., 
Welcome Research Laboratories, Herne Hill, 8.E. 24. 
Hon. Sec : Mr. H. A. MacCormack, m.3.0.¥.8., 
: 122 St. George’s Avenue, Tufnell Park, N. 
Meetings, First Thursday in the month, except August, 


Hastern Counties V.M.A. 
Pres. Mr. J. Barr, u.n.c.v.s., Acle, Norfolk 
Hon Sec. & Treas: Mr. H. P. Standley, u.z.o.v.s.. Norwich. 
Meetings, Second Tuesday, Feb., July and Sept. 
District V.M.8. 
Pres. Mr. C. W. Townsend, F.8.0.v.8,, 
Long Stanton, Cambridge 
Fon. Sec: Treas: Mr. Tom Hicks, m.8.0.v.s., 
Boston Road, Sleaford 
Meetings, Becond Thursday Feb., June, and October 
Counties V.M.A. 
Pres., Mr. W. T. D. Broad, m.8.c.v.8., Marlborough, Wilts 
Hon, Sec., Mr. P. J. Simpson, D.#.0., F.R.C.V.8., 
Shirley, Castle Hill, Maidenhead 
Hon. Treas: Mr. G.P. Male, m.x.0.v.8., Friar St., Reading 
Meetings, Last Friday, Jan., April, July and Nov. 
Counties V.8. 
Pres: Mr. G. H. Livesey, u.n.0.v.8., Hove, Sussex 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. T. Angwin, m.n.o.v.s., Arundel, 
Hon. Treas: Mr. E. W. Baker, u.n.0.v.s., Wimborne 
Meetings, Last Thursday, Mar., June and Sept. 
Sovurn Eastern V.A. 
Pres. Mr. T. F. Hogben, m.z.o.v.s., Ash, Canterbury 
Hon. Sec. & Treas. Mr. H. P. Hogben, m.8.0c.v.8., 
8 Manor Road, Folkestene 
Western Counties V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. P. J. Penhale, m.n.0.v.s., Barnstaple 
Hon. Sec. Mr. W. Ascott, m.n.0.v.8., Bideford. 
Hon, Treas: Mr. P. G. Bond, m.n.0.v.8., Plymouth 
Meetings, Third Thursday, March, July and November 


Irish Branch: 
Pres. Mr. A. Watson, ee Buildings, Dublin . 
Sec.. Mr. P.D, Reavy, Leafield, Bundoran, Co. Donegal 
Centrat V,A. or 
Pres; Mr. B, P. J, Mahony, m.n.c.v.s., Maryboro’ 
Hon, Sec. Mr. E. C. Winter, F 8.0.v.8., Queen-st., Limerick 
Treas; Mr. J. F, Healy, m.n.0.v.8., Midleton 
Connavent V.M.A 
Pres. Mr. D. Hamilton, m.n.0.v.s., Ballina 
Hon. Sec, & Treas. Mr. A.J. Moffett, u.n.c.v,s., Galway 
Ver. Mep. Assn. or 
Pres: Mr, L. M, Magee, Dunboyne 
Hon. Sec: Prof. J. J. O'Connor, m.8.0.v.3., R.V. Coll. 
Hon, Treas: Prof. J. F. Craig, M.a., M.B.0.¥.8., 
R.V.Coll., Dublin 
Norts or V.M.A. 
Pres: Mr. J. Ewing Johnston, m.n.o.v.s., Belfast 
Hon. Sec; Mr. P. Walsh, m.n.c.v.s., Magherafelt 
Hon. Treas; Mr. Howard McConnell, m.n,c.v.8,, Armagh 


Tue VerertnNary OFFicers ASSOCIATION FoR IRELAND. 
Pres: Mr. F. W. Emery, F.8.¢.v.8., Dublin 


Hon. Sec: Mr. T. McGuinness, 8.A., M.R.C.V.S., 
36 Mount Charles, Belfast 


Hon. Treas: Mr. Hannan, M.R.C.V.8. 


Scottish Branch: 
Pree. Dr. O. Charnock Bradley, 
Ryl. (Dick) Vet. Coll: Edinburgh 
Hon. Sec. Prof. A. Gofton, Municipal Buildings, Edin. 
Norrs or Scottanp V.M.B. 
Pres: Mr. W. Brown, m.8.c.v.s., Marischal Coll: Aberdeen 
Hon. Sec. & Treas : Mr. G. Howie, u.x.0.v.s. Alford, Aberdeen 
Meetings, Last Saturday in January and August 
Royvat V.8, 
Pres: Mr. Reid, u.z.0.v.s., Auchtermuchty. 
Scortish V.M.S, 
Pres: Mr. J. Riddoch, m.8.0.v.s., Edinburgh 
Hon. Sec. @ Treas: Mr. Jas. Henderson, m.8,¢.v.8., 
Public Health Dept., City Chambers, Ndinburgh 
West or Scornanp V.M.A. 
Pres: Prof. John R. McCall, u.x.c.v.8., Vety. Coll. Glasgow 


on Service. 
Hon. Sec: Mr. J. F. eg 


, M.B.C.V.8., 
ank Street, Hillhead, Glasgow 


Hon. Treas: Mr. Geo. W. Weir, m.8.0.v.8., 
88 Crookston Street, Glasgow 


10 Red Lion Square, Holborn, at 7 p.m, 


Meetings, Second Wednesday, May, Oct. and January 


